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I , This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 



Box No. I 
| | Box No. n 
Box No. UI 
Box No. IV 
Box No. V 

Box No. VI 
Box No. VII 



□ 
□ 



Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

NwcMUUM ^ with ^ t0 n ° Velty> !nVent " ,Ve StCP indUStria5 aPPUCabiUty 

Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 4W..1W0) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 
Certain defects in the international application 



I J JSUA v u 

□ Box No.VIII Certain observations on the international application 



2. FURTHER ACTION ^.^.-d to be a written opinion of the 

I— l— "** r ^ISLISZSi S 2 £S£Z. I*5£- Bureau R.U «.!*» 

For further options, see Form PCT/ISA/220. 



3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/ISA/220. 
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Evelyn Huang 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 


International flDDlication No. 
PCT/US04/32616 


Box No. I Basis of this opinion 


1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in the language in which 
it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 


Q This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following language 

. which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rules 12.3 and 

23.1(b)). 


2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or aroino add sequence disclosed in the internationaJ application and necessary to the 
claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 


a. type of material 




I ] a sequence listing 




I 1 table(s) related to the sequence listing 




b. format of material 




| I in written format 




I | in computer readable form 




c. time of filing/furnishing 




[~| contained in international application as filed. 




| | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 


| 1 furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 


3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table relating thereto has been 
filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in 
the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 


4. Additional comments: 





Form PCT/ISA/237(Box No. I) (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCTAJS04/32616 



Box No. Ill Non-estaWishment of opinion with regard to no velty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

1. The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non-obvious), or to be 
industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

I I the entire international application 

claims Nos. S~10.14.21.2S3 * T 3* -41 -64.65 and 76-90 



because: 



| | the said international application, or the said claim Nos. relate to the following subject matter which does not 

require an international preliminary examination (specify): 



the description, claims or drawings {indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. hULlAJ13£3tetelMM 
and 76-9Q are so unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 
They are improperly multiply dependent claims. PCT Rule 6.4 (a). 



□ the claims, or said claims Nos -are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 

could beformed. 

j 1 no international search report has been established for said claims Nos. 

Q the nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence listing does not comply with the standard provided for in Annex C of the 
Administrative Instructions in that 

the written form EH hafi not bccn finished 

I | docs not comply with the standard 
the computer readable form EU has not been furnished 

[ | does not comply with the standard 

| | the tables related to the nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence listing, if in computer readable form only, do not comply 
with the technical requirements provided for in Annex C-to of the Administrative Instructions. 

I | See Supplemental Box for further details. 



Form PCT/ISA/237 (Box No. EI) (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/US04/32616 



Box No, IV Lack of onity of invention 



1. |23 In response to the invitation (Form PCT/ISA/206) to pay additional fees the applicant has: 

IX] paid additional fees 

[ | paid additional fees under protest 

| | not paid additional fees 

2. [U This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose not to invite the applicant 

to pay additional fees. 

3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rule 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 is 
[~] complied with 



not complied with for the following reasons: 
See the lack of unity section of the International Search Report(Form PCT/ISA/210) 



4. Consequently, this opinion has been established in respect of the following parts of the international application: 
all parts. 

I I the parts relating to claims Nos. _ 



Form PCT/ISA/237 (Box No, IV) (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/US04/32616 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43 6w.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting sach statement 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 

Industrial applicability (IA) 



Claims please See Co ntinuation Sheet 



Claims please See Continuation Sheet 



Claims Please Sec Continuation Sheet 



Claims Please See Continuation Sheet 



_YBS 

jsro 

_YES 



Claims Please See Co ntinuation Shest 



Claims Please See C ontinuation Sheet 



_YES 
J*0 



2. Citations and explanations: 

Claims 1-4, 11-13, 15-20, 22-24, 26-33, 35-37 , 39, 40, 42-63, and 66-75 meet the criteria set out inPCT Article 33(2H3>, because 
the closest prior art, US 6,200,592 Bl, only teaches alkoxy, and does not teach or fairly suggest the instant -O-R, substituent on the 
imidazoquinoiine. 

Claims 91-93 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(2)-(3), because the closest prior art, US 4,698,348 A, only teaches methoxy, 
and docs not teach or fairly suggest the instant -O-Rj substituent on the imidazoquinoline. 

Claims 14, 11-13, 15-20, 22-24, 26-33, 35-37, 39, 40, 42-63, 66-75, and 91-93 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(4), and 
thus find industrial applicability because the subject matter claimed can be made or used in the pharmaceutical industry as 
iramunomodulating agent in treatment of diseases. 



Form PCT/ISA/237 {Box No. V) (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



Supplemental Box 

In case the space in any of the preceding boxes U not sufficient 



International application No. 
PCIYUS04/32616 



T^ZtSZT^ positive (Yes)with respect to claims M, 1143. 15-20, 22-24, 26-33, 35-37, 39, 40, 42-63, 66-75, 91- 
93 

The opinion as to Novelty was negative (No) with respect to claims NONE „ ,< ,, , Q , ft M 

The opinion as to Inventive Step was positive (Yes)with respect to claims 14, 1 1-13, 15-20, 22,24, 26-33, 35-37, 3940, 42-63, 66- 

75 91-93 

The opinion as to Inventive Step was negative(NO) with respect to claims NONE ri as 37 39 40 

The opinion as to Industrial Applicability was positive (YES) wifo respect to claims 14, 11-13, 15-20, 22-24, 26-33, 35-37, 39, 40, 
42-63, 66-75, 91-93 

The opinion as to Industrial Applicability was negative(NO) with respect to claims NONE 



Form PCT/ISA/237 (Supplemental Box) (January 2004) 



